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Previous research has shown that hezghtened fear of

crime:in the elderly does .not reflect actual crime rates as much as a

perceived vulnerability due to diminished physical and economic

resources. As part of a larger Los Angeles study on personal

emergency response systems, this study examxned the relationships -

" among fear of crime, crime rates, leaving one's residence,;

self- reperted health, income, and sense of personal mastery in the

elderly. Sixty older adults (11 males, 49 females; mean age; 77.5
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years),; who were medically vuinerabie and 11v1ng alone, were

‘interviewed and completed numerous paper measures of health; personal'

‘mastery, and fear of crime. A suppiementei index of actual crime was

established through police statistics. An analysis of-the results
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showed that men tended to report'ieavzng their residentes slightly

. more often than women and endorsed hxgher levels of functional

health, health status, mastery, and income:. Women expressed

-sxgnlflcantiy more fear than. d1d _men; but residential patterns or

older adult left hzs residence. The fzndlngs suggest that effective
intervention with, elderly ‘individuals should -focus on physical and
mental health services that increasé mobility through pérsenal
mastery of the env1ronment. (BL) o .

-

»

aQ »
»
»
»
»
»

*

M|
o »

***i‘i‘**********************************;;i

XRRR
* Reproduct1ons supplied by EDRS are the be
- * _ from the -original docume
**********************************************

I »

ol %
[ ]
ot %
[ ]
S ow
o »
'S
g »
[ N ]
Qi »
Q»

h

ot %

*
s
nt.
RRRRRR

» et
%
%
%
%
%/
%
»
»
»!
»
»
»
»
»
»
»
»
»

‘.A R ﬁa‘...i_“ , ~—

W W W W



-

-
Ly

I X . .

~ A

. [ -
T "
e
T .
-
<

~

G i~ b
FEAR OF CRIME IN THE ELDE%LY
Ils RELATION TO LEAVING ONE'S ABODE, ° o=,

je

MR~ CEMCr ME D |

" "7 .4, .- SELF REPORTED HEALTH AND SENSE OF PERSONAL ‘CONTROL ,

ED244196

I ‘Max E. Fuentes and Margaret Gatz .y

. iUmvers1ty of Southern California kﬁ;f”§“

( . Andrus Gerontology Center . =N

>

«

-

»

\
" U5 DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION . . N ] [ S S
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION.. - = ° : " “PERMISSION J’.dB,EPBQD,UQE THIS
EDUCATIONAL RESODRCES INFORMATION - t MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY
’ CENTER (ERIC) S )T .
This aocumanl has been mproducod a3 ’

# otiginating 1t.
Minor_changes have been mada lo m\prova
mproduchon qualny . _ - . ‘
POIHIS;' Avuew or opinidns slamd ipthisdocu: « - }6 ;HE EaU&A?B&ARﬁEédﬁﬁéES : o
ment do nof nacessarily represent official NIE - . . INFORMATION CENTER (EF“C)I."'

- . ' posmon or policy. ‘&

‘paper presented at the_annual meeting of the Gerontological
Society of Amer1ca San Franmsco, Novemzer 22, 1'983 :

-

-

- . ! . o4 * . P .
. | - . Y

-The data presented in this paper were co11ected as_ part of _an evaluation .~
of a personal emergency response system for frail /&1derly. The authors thank .
-Gerald Davison, Linda Dougherty, Charles- Emery; pierre Landry, Corky Leong, . . '
Arthur Patterson, Cynthia Pearson, Sheilah Su111ger, Kathy Van Dusen, Ray
Wachsmann, Wendy Weicker, Steve Zar]t, and the-many others; who assisted in
data collection, analysis and consultation. The provisjon of. funds for ,
this project from UCLA/USE tong Term Care Gerontology Center;<USC Human
"Relations Center; and AoA Grant No. 09-AT-33701 is appreciaféd We are
gratefu1 to the tos Angeles Police and- Sher1ff Departments for the1r help

in obta1n1ng crime statistics:

IlBt(x1‘7;4:6i9ii

. -
¥ . - . . IS




1I.;Ihtroducti6n aaa Ov

Overview of Literature
‘

The purpose of‘this study was to examine relationships among fear of crime,
- é
3

tual crime rates; 1eaving one's residence, self reported heaith
ense of persona1 mastery in the e1der1y

y'
o

income and

‘It is generally be1ieved that the elderly%exhibit greater fEar of crife

{
than other age groups, a]though there 1s some disagreement among statisticians

as to whether the aged actaully are more victimized than other groups (Adkins,
1975 Harris, 1975; Braungart quer*& Braungart, 1979; U S. Depa\tment of
Justice, 1979; Sunderland

\

|

\\

\

1986) On the one hand the view that "old peop1e .

|

. are victims of violent crime more than any other group" (But]er, 1975, p. 300) g

\

is pervasive in the populam,press Patterson (1978a) also portrays the e1der1y

as experiencing more e1evated rates of assault

1arceny With persona1 contact
the other hand Cohn (198%) dispute s finding, "even for crimes of persona1
- 1arceny, such as. purse and wallet snatchings, the elderly were victimized no
more often than other groups" (p 1) Other ‘surveys report mixed resuits withr
the e]deriy demonstrating the Towest: rates of robbery and assault but the ’*“
highest rate of persona1 1areeny with c0ntact (U S. Department of Justice 1979)
X Whether or not one finds the elderly to be more v1ctimized than other

-groups, it is the differential impact of this experience Which is believed to

be the basis for their inereased fear: Goidsmith and Goldsmith (1975) in their

overv1ew of the National Conference on Crime Against the Eideriy described
physical and economic eomponents* which 'ere respon51b1e for the magnification
of crime's impression upon the aged:~First of a11

PEEY

physical factors such as
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decreased Strééﬁtﬁ and agility ﬁaké resistance to attac

sion, hear1ngdfnd musculature,,co- :

v
!

more dangerous. Age related changes inv

o

.ordination and speed of reSponse have a1 been well:dodumented (Birren &

eive the elderlv as more vulnerab]e \

on; Nahemow, Yaffe, & Feldman, 1976)

Schaie, 1977): The cr1m1na] may also” per
‘P, . A v

due to these proposed "host factors® (’La

decreased eoonomi resources of the elderly ¥<rce them into res1dence in areas

of high crime; while increasing the salience o

f 1o\ssof’a few dollars:
Losses in the bioTogical and environmental aréas such ds those just.de-

' o A R
scr1bed may create-psychological factors which account for heightened fear

of crime in those ndw old (tawton et al., 1975) Neugarten and ‘associates at the

Un1ver51ty of Ghicago:(1964) defined a personality trait of active mastery,

wh1ch is the extent to which individuals see themselves as able to han 61 '5?65-

-J;\

:lems . They suggest that the elderly move toward the passive pole of this di-
mension. 1In Rotter's terms (1965); these ?nai"ia"fis would be said Ea exhibit

an external locus of control. Pearlin & Schooler (1978) would define this con-
dition as one of little sense of.persona1 mastery over one's life, or fata11sm:
The notion here is that the older aérgaﬁ'g'rééagﬁifiaﬁ of lessened effectiveness

is fed back Fnto the individual's conception of self and environment: In

relation to crime; the older person; who is physically'assailable; also fedls

vulnerable: o : - :

Schooler (1970) found perceived threat to'Eoﬁﬁrisé an important component

- Ry ' ; .
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in fear. The mere expectations of being made to relocate was severe enough to
‘cause declines in moral and functional health in the aged in his investigation.
A common respon to fear is withdrawal. It seems r aronahie to believe that
~individuals attempt to decrease their contact with po‘ssihie sources of threat.
Specifically, Conklin :(1975, p. 20) has suggésted_that.ﬂeideriy-with an ele-
vated fear of crime leave their ho s less often than those with as sense of
security". Some researchers descrihe the frigtened older adult as living a

life of self iiﬁbosed co’nfiné'riiént (Lawton & Kleban, 1971; Schooler, 1970). Iso: ‘

lated from much of the ou*side world, these individuals viewed as "pcjsoners

at 1east suggested that heightened fear of crime in the elderly may not reflect

actua] crime rates (Cohn 1981). Rather, it resuits from a perceived vuinera-

bi]ity die to diminishing physical and economic resources (Goldsmith & Go]dsmith

1973} or be]i\f in lack of control over prevention of crime (Lawton et al., 1976; "

'Patterson, 1978; Cohn, 1981) Resear hers (Conklin, 1975 Braungart et al:; 1979)

have further described the impact of this fear upon the behavior of those now

. old as. resu]ting in 1essened 1eaving of their residences. However, given the

mu]tipiicity of proposed factors respon51b1e for fear of crime and thé;ﬁeruasiVE-

v

ness of the phenomenon of decreased activity outside the home with 1ﬁ§iéa§iﬁg
age; it seems reasonable to assume the existepte of explanations other than

fear of crime in accounting for an older adu]t s desire to remain home For

instance a combination of a]ternative factors (e g. decreased night 11s1on or
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other Eﬁis?ﬁal handicaps, and/or inabi]ity to operate or afford a vehicle) may
be resﬁﬁnsibie for this,phenomenon; It is not yet clear the -extent to which fear
of crime is a factor. .
.raeuéiﬁg ﬁéw on fear 6f crime itself, there are a few non*age:sbecific
etiological st*?ies in the literature. Agreement exists tn these find1ngs that

fear of crime is not a consequence of direct experiences as a victim Or. Pe=-.

siding in a high.grime area" (Boggs, 1971, p. 22, see ‘also Ennis, 1967; McIntyre, -

‘1§j§g &sﬁnnkiin, 1971). These investigators have suggested that intensity of
concern about crime may vary according to phySical.{e.q. size and height)wand
social 2e.g. sex and income) factors. Howener, systematic analyses of these

A similar paucity. of ev1dence exists to support the notions of physical
ee6n6m1c and psychologi;a1_factors as responsible for an elevated fear of crime
in the elderly (Janson & Ryder, 1983).. Health s#atus, income and sense of per-
sonal mastery have received 11ttleremp1r1ca1 attention in retation to the fear
variable. Yet the theorecé:aj 1iterature offers reason to’ pursue an fnvesti- o
‘ "gaciﬁn which examines and quantifies fear of crine by older adults, while ex-
biﬁ}ing'iis possibie reiationShipgic their iﬁéamé; perceptions of health and .

~"the enbirénmenf

~ sense_of | ’"sfery or control ov
Despite research findings with all age groups {Boggs; 1971; Mciﬁfire; 1976}‘
dep1ct1ng actua] ¢rime and v1ct1m1zat1on rates as not pr1mar11y responsib1e for

fear of crime, crime prevention programs (Pcpe & Feyerherm, 1976) and environ-

elde 1y have been a1med at achieving a decrease in these rates. Efforts to

a - - . ; P .

,\
]
|
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T"also mainly focused on crime preveﬁtion Gertaiﬁiy a aééiéagé ?ﬁ~6rimiﬁal ac-

and 1ts possible causes (e’g 1essened sense: of personal mastery, health status,
!

and aééiéagéa iﬁéome) a program designed to eradicate crime and the fear_as-

sociated with it @ay serve to deérease‘tﬁe ?ormer component while ﬁoteﬁtfaiiy
?6steriﬁ§ the. 1atter (Norton & Cour]ander, 1982) In other words; one could
obtain 1ess crime but produce more fear. ) 7

actual cr1me~rate

K

2. Fear of crime in older adults is more grea%ly determ1ned by the1q health .

‘

status, sense of personal mastery and\income than hy the actua] crime rate ™ -

their area. - ' S S

II. Methods S

. -~ ry ’7' . ‘; - . v 7’
A. Subjects \ : : SR R T,
'insubjects in the study comprise 60 oiisﬁdadults The1r age range was S
‘54 to 99 with an average age of 77.5. 49 wpmen and 11 men were 1nc1uded in the : .

group: The mean Tumber of years of education was iﬁ ? About half of u@a re-

'.'ﬂ

sooﬁdents had an income of 54000 7000 per year (See ble 1 for. demographic

1nformat1on) They resided im iogl communities in metropol1tan 1

‘concerns a personal em%gency a]egt response kystem operated by a hosp1ta] 1n

”each commun1ty. To be e11g1b1e for the serv1ce, 1nd1v1dua1s were assessed by

.- -

‘ ' . 7 .; 4 '..




~

L o I N o o ' .
the hospitals as medically vulnerable and 1iving alone (See Table 2 for screen-

ing instrumenti. The présent,study draws upon that larger datasset in order to - .

investigaf Vera1 research questions pertaining to fear of crime.

B..Procadures and Measures ( ,

Both interview and paper-aﬁa-aaaéF measures were inclu

»

'a in the data set.

- 2 N oo oome .
Measures emp]oyeqyto assess health inc]uded Perceived Hea]th autus (Sherwood;&

ﬁorris, 1980); which provides a measure of self reported hea]th, and Activities

of Dafly Living (Pfeiffer 1975), which evaluates abiiity 1ndependent1y to per="

‘form shopping, ﬁQaséwork;;pFépaFiﬁg meals, laundry, regulating medication, hand-
ling money and using the telephone (%= .84). The Boston Hebrew Rehabiiitation
Center. for the’Aged tgaqg'aesidence'scaie (Sherwood & Morris, 1980) was used to
calculate frequency w1th which 1nd1viduals 1eft their residences, streets and

neighborhoods (o<- .92). These three measures were administered in face to face

interv1ews The Pear]in ﬂastery Scaie (Pearlin & Schooler, 1978) which prov1des

— .

a measure of sense of mastery over oggcomes in one's 1ife and per¢ ed locus ofef

control((o<- .78) and the Patterton (1978b) Fear of Crime Scaie (= .79) that

1

evaluates tbe amount of anxie*”freTated to crime 'Vere given to the subjects at
—~ .t

time of 1nterview The respondents were provided instructions concerning the

feasures and told to complete them and mail them BécE "within -two to three days of
the. interview. 7 S v |
“In addition.to these measures from the larger §fﬁay, for - purposes of evalu-_

atiﬁg hypotheses about the reietionship of fear of crime to actual crime, a sup-
' gplemental index of actual crime was established: Each respondent was assigned to a
"crimé’reporting distﬁﬁct ﬁithin a paifeé division agiﬁg tract designations in con-

N \
i’ '

-
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gravated assault (e.g. murder and rape) and total "Part I" crimESfrepqrted'

the Los Angeles Police and Sheriff Departments were used with the awareness i |

that they may (Spresentﬂan‘undercounting of incidents (Janson & Ryder; 1983;

Decker, 1977; cgnteﬁfz/Smith, 1973). However, the official crime rates will
" provide sufficiently hccurate estiamtes of neighborhood variation in true

crime rates: '

II1. Resul¥s . .

The mean leévels of personal variables (e.g. functional health, health
T T 7 - S - . T ,
" staths; mastery, income and leave of residence) and crime variables (e.g. resi=. . .

. 'aéﬁ\j:Léi_hﬁFiji‘aiy; street robbery, aggravated assault, and total Part'I

However, none of these differences were statistically significant. Worien ex-
_pressed having significantly (p< .00t} more fear than did men bt resfidential
; | ; e i
- patterns agd hence crime rates dfd not differ significantly by sex. -
’ . v ( N
, A. Hypothesis 'l R o ? o ' .

e ) R 777m”””=77” o

4 Correlational analyses were used to éxp]gre asseciations—between the de- -

. 2d , iatio wee ]

pendent measure of leave of residence and: the independent variables; which - |
cluded self reported heaith, functional health,. personal mastery, fear of crime .
L 4 . i - : Lt .

and actual .crime rates“{e:g: fesidenti&%'ﬁﬁ?éiﬁ?i; street robbery;,aggravated

| -: . - | . | Y . . /\ D ; .
7 ’ - i
- g . o ) S

B )
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! ac:i;)ties of daily 1iving are more 1ike1y to-leave their homes than those
ho-feport being Tess capable of.undertaking these tasks, {See TabIeIS);
When the effects of personal ‘Mastery were controlled this relationship wag'
maintained (r= -.53, p < -001)- | |
Significant negative correlations Between leave of residence and persona]

mastery (r= -.24; p<(;65) and area raée;gf assault (r= -.22, p £.05) were.

aTso discouéréd*;in othér-wofd’* those older adults endorsing greater persona]
mastery over life's outcomes went out more; as did those residing in areas~

with 1ower assault rates: However*when the influence of functiona] heaith was

?

’controlie usiﬁg‘aaifiai correlations, these significant reiationships were

not sustyfined: Noscléar pattérn'of assocjation was exhibited between any of
the remaining aéfuai‘éFiﬁé or fear of crim: measures and thé 1éa9e of residence\

saale. - . (.

The findings of stepwise multiple regression of leave of?ﬁeSidénce on

"fuanWonaT hea]th* se]f reported hea1th* persona1 mastéry; reporting diStrict

crime-rates and fear of orime provide further support for tﬁe importance of .
& /

functionai hea]th in predicting the amount an older adu]t goes out: Separate

[ ]

equations were computed using each of the fOUr types of crimé; rates due to

.the interdependence of~¢he megsures (See Tab]e 6) Functional heaith{'

‘comprised the strongest predictor of 1eav1ng residence: It still accounted far.
R 4

Y

27% of the variance -when entered ]ast into the regression formula. Area;rate

“ “

. of assault and personal_mastery were not;significant:pFedictors; Eaph component

, IS , : _ , .
. . - * . oo - -
. 5 : - . . LU ~
- t : o X - . L
- - . Pl W A - -
n : . ‘. S . . " .
i . . . -~ o o -
: , . ; . , -
- - _ , L i0 - =
: L , - ‘
A _ g v oo
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. ~‘-’co’n’trib’ute’d only .022 and .002 respectively to the overall prediction:

¢ : . i . Lo - v
B. Hypothesis 2 : ' '“7‘ o .
Re]ationships between th fear of crime dependent measure and the fn= - B
dependent variables of self reported hea]th funCtionai hea]th persona] T

‘mastery and actual crime rates for residentiai burg]ary4 street robbery

‘@

aggravated assault and total Part I crimes were.investigated using correla- R

'itionai analyse A highly signiffcant positiv as ociation was discoyered

between>persona1 mastery and fear of crime.( .37, p ( 005), whitch impiies
‘that fndividuals with heighteried fear of crime reported having less sense of
- N - ) 7 ) 7- o - 7‘ o . ] o B . ‘4
mastery over their 1ives (See Table 7). Fear of cripe was negatively cor-

related with persona] inoome (r= .28, p< 05); which"'reveai*s that thése wi‘b’:g

P

actua] crime rates with fear of crime did not significant?y improve when effects

of persona1 mastery and income were controiied L ’

)

Women were. also more 1ike1y than men to® endorse greater leveis of

(r= 47 p‘<'0001) Moreover, it is recal]ed that the women s means fo all

‘other vaFiables were not significant]y higher than those of the men (Review

'or actual crime rates and. fear of crime. v B - :

y

Stepwise mu]tip]e regression of fear of crime on persona] mastery, jncome

ﬂ

a significant predictor in this samp]e of older

: (See Table 8) However, it a;counted fpr,oniy .

d “—_ .

‘regression:equatiOn Persona] ineome contributed only QI to the prediction of

va
Pl -

R - L T



fear of crime ‘i
o {

‘Overall; sex of respondent became.the most important ?actor in the for-

functiona] hea]th to str0ngly predict fear of crime‘?or the 1k,ﬁen (?;f§*3§;

a

p <.01). These variables rematned signifieant predictors When ent-'--riast into

the regression equations: (See Table 9.) They accounted for a large 89% of the
tota1 variance in the overa]] prediction of fear.A“ o .

“l

a significant component in forecasting fear (F= 6*57* p \;65)* However, it

was responsib]e for OnTy 8% of the. variance when a]] other variab1es were .
a]Towed to first enter the FEQress1on equations (See TabTeLIB) No other
VariaBies wéfé giéni?icant predictors of the amount of fear reported By'the

women in the sample: | : LI

iv;'pigeaggiaﬁ_ r
7 The first hypothesis received mixed support from the findings. The 7’.
.amount an o]der individua] from this samp]e 1eaves h1s or her residence does;

appear to depend more upon’ function 12 hea]th status than upon fear of crime

or actual crime ra tes. Persor _i i st ry and reporting district assauit rates
were correlated wi ié>viﬁg residence but did not comprise significant pre-
.dictors when the variabies were considered together h1anm1tip1e regressidn;iv
;It seemsfreasonab]e that; for those elderiy who are independently able tb per-
. form shoppings housework, and other activit1es of daily living, one couh’l

_ - . t
/ . : . ~
g R = » .
2 ’ . . c :

WAl

‘.r

’; .\ :;,,, o | :' 12 o : | \ )
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predict an 1ncrease in 1eav1ng horie . Moreover, the e]der]y who feel less

-

dences as often as those with greatér persona1 mastery; 61der 1nd1viaua1s
residing in areas with e]evated rates of the most serious crimes (e g: ag--
gravated assault murder and rape) appear to go out less regu]ar]y than

those living in other ar eas. However;_functional health does play an im-
portant mediating roie in théSé réiatiaﬁsh%ps;. K )

significant]y to 1mpact the amount a frai] o]der adult 1eaves his or;her

residence, which disputes some previous ﬁatiaﬁs-{eaﬁkiiﬁ; 1975; Braungart et

al., 1979). Perhaps, those who are "prisoners 1n ‘their own homes" (Braungart
et al., 1979, p. 24) do not leave their residences more often diue to physical

inabilities than to fear. Eufthéfmafé;»iaek of findings supporting the re-

1ationsh1p of fear of cr1me and e1evated crime rates (See hypothesis 2) de-

creases the probab111ty that -fear arising from actual crime in these areas
i

is a salient factor in keeping the e]derly in their homes L ! .

w

Beiie? of ? r of crime being linked to crime rates, was ach1eved The etiq}ggy e

of fear of crime in the elder]y, wh1ch was exp1ored in testing the second hy-
,pothesis, appears fmost 1mportant1y to involve lack of personal_mastery; In
other words, support was found for the idea that an aiaéi person's ﬁééagﬁitibﬁ_

of lessened effectiveness over the environment makes him.or her feel more vu]-

nerable to the threat of crime and thereby enhances fear of victimization

(tawton et al. ié?é Patterson, 1978b Cohn, 1981) ‘Decreased economié resourc

may a150 héightéﬁ the impact of loss (Goldsmith & Goldsmith, 1979), while
- N

13
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’Eﬁﬁﬁauﬁaiﬁg the problem by forcing an individual Eé live in an area that feels

less “secure. For men; it can be specu]ated that concerns about physical as-

sailability become most important in the creation of fear of crime. However,

this hypothesis awaits examination ‘with a larger group of men. The need for;
Q\,,

identification of more significant predictors of women 's greater expr&ssed fear

is evident.

The results of the study must be interpreted with several limitations in

mind. In particular, causality cannot be inferred from the éaiiéiatiaﬁai analy--

ses. Generalizability of fin dings of sex differences in fear of crime prediction
fs Timited by the small number of males in the sample: Also, 1t must be re-
called that’ the older adults were frail and medically vulnerable, which pos-
s1b1y eleva ‘E\‘h iﬁportancé of functional health in théir getting out. More-
over, an investigation that is needed would be to'inclﬁde'prior Victi@iiation5

across aii age groups in order to e]ucidate factors helpful in decreasing fear gl

of crime: S B " ' - -

Resuits from this investigation point to the necessity of 1ooking beyond
the belief that barred houses keep their fearful e]der]y inhabitants 1ocked in-

side. Interventions in the form of hea]th and menta] hea]th services may enable

the older adu]t to more often 1eave their residences with a sense of increased

effectiveness and control over his or her Tife.

.k{
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TABLE 1

b

- DEMOGRAPHIC iﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%?éﬁ

. -~

t . - - .
AGE B ‘' EDUCATION
50-54 - 1 oo 0-7 . 11 ;
55-59 . 1 o | ‘8-11 710, /
. 60-64 4 , .o : 12 - 23
 65-69 4 - | 13-15 9
r0e78 14 . 16 4
75-79 7 10 » o 6 2 3
80-84 10 P | (or more) — -.
85-89 13 | ‘ MEAN = 10.70 years
-9 2 B |
95-99 1
MEAN = 77.50 INCOME |
| $0-$1999/yr . $3.7%
T . $2000-$3999/yr:  7.4%
It o $4000-$6999/yr.  50.0%
, o | $7000-$99997yr:  18:5%
(Female 49 (8L:7%) © $10,000-814,999/yr. 7.4%
Male 11 (18.3%) - $15,000-$19,999/yr.3.7%
: ' » , . $20,000-$24,999/yr.5.6%

' ETHNICITY / S ' $25,000 or more/yr. 3.7%

SEX

t

Caucasian - 52 (88.1%) .
Black (6.8%) : ‘' DWELLING _ .
% Latine 2 . (3.84%) T

N B

(3.4%) Own House 28
(1.7%) - - Rent House 3

[y

Asian

S

> | ) i ' Retirement Home or §7 “a
S = . Hotel, B & C

Trailer 1

~




~ | O TABLE 2

Subset 1. Social Isolation
- 1. Is there at least someone who you speak to or see everyday?

:2; If th1s person(s) does not see you or hear from you on any

y agven day, would they.be worried and try to get in touch with
u? ,
1\

if th1s person(s) cannot reaph you‘ﬁﬁ the phone, would they g

to\check on you to make sure you are all right? ;

\

If "no” has been checked for any of the 3 qyesglogszf

Scoringy If ‘na
~client i soc1a1]y isolated. Check SI box. If "yes“ is checked

for a11 3 quest1ons, check . NSI box,

.

£ Do you cur ent1y receive he1p in do1ng da11y cook1ng7 (yes 873

3. Are you hea1thy enough to wa1k up and down stairs w1thout he1p7

(yes 0; no=103)

4. Are you hea1thy enough . to do the ord1nary work ardund the house

without help? (yes=0; no=62) . :

In the last month, how many daysra week - have you usually gone

oy
.

" out of the house or building in which you 1ive? (2 or more days

=0; one day a week or 1ess=35)

A.._.r-‘

6. Do you use a walker, at least some of the time, to get around7
(yes 95: no=0)

- 7. Are you able to dress yourse1f (including socks and shoec)
without helpﬁ'(yes =0; no=25) _
; incogrect

8. Could you please tell me what year it is?: (correct
'62) .

9. How mich of the tlme does bad. hea]th, sickness or pain stob ou
from doing things you would 1ike to be doing? (gImost never,\

seldom; or sometimes=0; frequent]y or most of the times= 31)

NO

: function'lng, check MF box, o R ‘- : 18 ;

YES

53 -7
49 1
51
NST P\ SI
49  -11
30 30
34 26
33 27
27 33
43 17
23 37
56 4
56 4
3129
MF o, PR
18 33




SCREENING INSTRUMENT - aé

‘ _ T ! (Gont y NI ]
S R :
B Subset 3. Medical Vulnerability ~ : . YES NO
i; Po yau often exper1ence d1221ness or 11ghtheadedness$ o 31 28
2 In the last year,-have you had ‘a se1zure or uncontro11ed musc1e o P o
spasms’ 2 16 . 48
. 3..D0 you often pass out; 16§é eaﬁéaaaiﬁéggé : T 52
Lo NGRS ' 4
.4. Do you have pains in- your chest? - - S ' ' 22 38
5. Are you currently taking medicat1cn prescribed.for a heart .
condition? RN S pe 32 28
6. Are you current1y takwhg med1cation préscribed for hypertens1on .
(h1gh blood pressure) , _ _ 29 - 30
7. Are you currently tak1ng medication presc r1bed for diabetes gL ' - .
(sugar in the b1ood)? ; 3 . NG . 6 54" .
- <. S S = -
Scoring: If any of the 7 questions were answered "yes , client is: L . MY
med1ca11y vu]nerab1e, check MV box _ - : _ 50
. o e . //' N
Subset 4. History of Falling - .. / ' | .
1. In the pastyear; have you fallen down in your home soiieone else"s
‘home or outs1de?_x ‘L % L ,,E:,A_mi,t L ;w5. 33 2z
2. If yes; on any of these 0c¢§§]ons were’ you qnab1e té get Ub on .. -
your owin that it; had to have he]p from someone e1se? o 21 13
écarihg: If answer to both que=t1ons is "yes", Lheck HF box S - HF
S s~ . R . .21
. - & ‘ - e
. "—‘:‘ i
.-

b
ngi




TABLE 3 |
LT - o N ., . : . ’ ‘ ) -
MEANS 5WB STANBAﬁﬁ‘BEVIﬂTIBNS FOR PERSONAL" VARIABLES
- [v ® .
i . o D |

VARIABLE © o7 TOTAL SAWPLE H
' o o (N=60) . : (N
N . | :
'FUNCTIONAL HEALTH  Mean 13867 - 13.000 - 14.184
sD . 5.657 L 6.663 ~ '5.481

* - T o . . ;
HEALTH STATUS . = -, Mean 2:833 . 2.727 .2;857
| SD 0.647 1 0.842

0
x - S ] o
MASTERY “Mean . 15.115 : 14011 15.363
sq# . 4 ) C3 4-780
 PERSONAL INCOME Mean - 3;765‘-;’ - 4.000 3.637.
— ., SD 1.469 . 1.483 1.473

|
~1
|

- : ‘ T o
LEAVE OF RESIDENCE — Mean  18.067 | 18.091  18.061
> - - so T 5.092 , 7.816 4.375 -

*Lower values $ignify higher levels+&F variables )
. T £

<

N7




MEANS

VARIABLE.
3 _

.FEAR OF CRIME

)

1 - 'R
AOTAL CRIME RATE
/{of réporting dist.)

RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY

STREET ROBBERY

(incl. purse snatch)

AGERAVATED ASSAULT
{inc). murdér&rape)

r'Y

AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR CRIME VARIABLES

Mean
i)
Mean
SD
Mean
SD,
Mean
Sh

EABLE 4

i } o~

L)

TOTAL SAMPLE MEN - WOMEN LT

57.528 . 47.230  59.840
10.387 @ = 9.981 - 9

0.084 ~ b.081
6.083 - 0.055
""" 0:015

0.009

0 : | 0.007 " 0.005

0.0b6 . 0:011 | 0

0.005 \) 0:095 | 0:005
 ~ .08 0.005



TABI:E S
CORRELAIiBNS OF I;EAVE OF RESIDENCE WITH INBEPENBENT VARIABLES

-~

R INDEPENDENT VARIABLE . ZERO ORDER CORRELATION
N _ (N=60) = .
A pcriow meALT (o ST
'SELF REPORTED HEALTH ~ . -.13
o PERSONAL MASTERY - N LA
/ CFEAR OF CRIME .ol . .
TOTAL CRMIE" RATE .03 N
RESIDENTIAL BURGLAPY -.08 \)
T " STREET ROBBERY o - -.03
, ~ AGGRAVATED ASSAULT : s.22%
) e T TP P T \q- - { . e - '
- ,PERSONKL INCOME - .15
SEX OF RESPONDENT o looz
RGE OF RE§§6MbENT T aay ‘
. *p¢.05
T eesp 0001 : :
. . N e 4
w ) ) . - ~ £ » o
- /. INDEPENDENT VARIABLE CONTROLLING FOR:
s  PERSONAR: MASTERY
' | CONTROLLING FOR:
- - . FUNCTIONAL HEALTH
ﬁEﬁébNAL MASTERY | o - =.03
_ AGGRAVATED A§SAULT | Sosas .
Ty o L —
¥ ( *k¥p ’\(.0901‘ o - , A

I 4



—

A

.
FUNCTIONAL HEALTH ~ -.512
FEAR OF CRIME . *  .548
'PERSONAL MASTERY' 1;735

¢. SELF REPORTED HEALTH -.497

- TOTAL CRIME RATE 5430

s *Funct1ona1 health entered last

~

***p <.001

| | o
FUNCTIONAL HEALTH  © -.512
FEAR OF CRIME 558
PERSONAL MASTERY ~ -.690
SELF: REPORTED HEALTH -.529

RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY 7 -78:370

B R *,"

*Functional health entered last
*x*p & .001

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH ' -.512.

" FEAR OF CRIME . .548
'PERSONAL MASTERY -.798 ,
SELF REPORTED HEALTH -.897  =.079 .005
STREET ROBBERY . - .  -34.790 -.043 .002
fFunct1ona1 health entered last into dquation

***p < 001

o B BETA r?

Pleeio—o oo o oo o —kkk —— -
_FUNCTIONAL REALTH -.512 -.570 .324
FEAR OF CRIME | ~..070 144 .019
PERSONAL MASTERY .591 -.054 .002
SELF REPORTED HEALTH  =.404 -.064 .003
AGGRAVATFD ASSAULT' ~ -136.91,  -.150 022
*functional health entered last’ into etﬁafion ' 23

- TABLE 6.9

BETA R
BETA___ ,
~.570 f* . .3,
1 112 - .012
_.072 1 .004
079 . ” .005
064 003
RPN
into qu§t1og
o { R 1é
BETA v
777;*;//J/—B;'
-.570 7 .328
.114

S
PREDICTION OF LEAVE OF RESIDENGE:

r

R%Total
.324
;533

.30
345

‘348

&

R2Total * %
.324 .
. 337

-340

:363

ReTotalr
.38
383

. .385_

‘388
.370
***p <r 001

.003 -
\ 030

wl

.
Le.



ST TABET
CORRELATIONS OF FEAR OF CRIME WITH INDEPENDENT VARIABLES o o

’. A o Loe - i . »

: - : : ) - S - 3 --;
< - < T Y S
- mbipé&ﬁéﬁf VARIABLE 76R0 ORDER CORBELATION e
| | B (N=60) L
444 FUNCTIGNAt REALTR o oar T
secr ReporteEpHeatTH . of6 . L
© . " - PERSONAL- MASTERY . 0 =t
TOTAL CRIME RATE  ° < .003 ' N T
R 1 DENTIAL BURetA" -.002 . ; |
'STREET ROBBERY"".7" / .08 - R )

© " AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 20 s LT Q:;
ST . prRsomaL INCOME o qeenar D |
| SEX OF RESPONDENT Tt e T

7 APE OF RESPQNBENT’_ : . .02 ':'» Lo | e
g8 T
7 **p/ 005 N o -'1; S _j e -

iﬁbéﬁENBENT VARiAéLE'x CONTROLLING. FOR: . - CONTROLLING FOR: —
. PERSONAL MASTkgy. "7 .PERSONAL INCOME: *

_r . Al N - —

L 1

TﬁfAL cﬁiME’RATE i'? i .09 . =07 _fli ;s

o | : RESIDéN* AL BURGLAPY - -.08 ERUEE SO - 3

| ..« STREET ROBEERY .© =~ .05 - - [ L4
L L AGGRAVATED ASSAULT A S NI

A Y
I3
A<

Y

‘s



‘Q%S' | . TABLE § -
o S L PREbICTION OF FEAR OF CRIME " S .
. . : . ;j.: c : o i“"; 7?,; : { . ”, : ‘”777757 iy .

. Lo ¥ (B . - BEYA_ ', Rgf ~ RTTotal ‘Rz‘ i R2§
el . T 2 ] - = Lo el L o
PERSONAL MASTERY .. - 711 7% " 316,10 f 062 .134

*b?ﬁSONﬂL fneoné‘,;; L s 115 - .012 - : .036  .020

| JNCTIONAt HEALTR . 002 0 112 © L0086 0
SEtF REPGRTED H~TjTH v . .013 0 - 112 .617. 0003
TOTAt ERiME RATE 18.122. ".010 :122 .001  .015
- LSEX OF: ‘RESPONDENT® -~ 12.610° ;224 1386 224 176
" #iéisahai MSStery_éntéred last ?%ﬁé enuatidn s-sex entered 1ast intg equat1bn
B ,,*:i < .01 r - . ~fi ﬁ,( ’ . ]
m***p <. 001 oA e Eﬁ_,”," ) 5 5 i 5. 2
. - B . " BETA R . R°Total RT™*. R”s
””,”' L ; - " -- —%% . - - - P . e
' . ... -PERSQNAL MASTERY S.oaTir o .316 ~.100 .100° 062  .138
PERSONAL INCOME.. ;. -:813 = -.115 .olz .12 036  .020
FUNCTTONAL HEALTH " ..g30 ¢+ -.017 .. .0002 1122 .005  ..0002
SELF REPORTED HEALTH . .458 1036 .001 1132 017 002
i :
RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY -1054686  =-.088 ~.007 .1202 002 .005°

T : I L Rk - o R

SEX OF REPSPONDENT 12.610 4787 (224 . .3482 228 184
o - ot _'77. ;»;\;\_
~ *PerSQna1 mastery ent e red last 1nto equat1on S~ -sex entered last into equation \\
_**p <.01 : : : S — \
SRR - A Zrotal . R* RPs
' S ‘B .BETK . 'R k/ro'cal o RTPRTs
| D e ek el e IR
= -PERSONAL MASTERY : --;711°. :316 . .100 -  .100 . ;043 .134
SERSONAL INCOME  © .. -.814 . [,-.116 012 120 036 .020

Fon a1z o 0060

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH 013

SELF REPORTED HEALTH 369 o007 > 7. 017001
STREET ROBBERY 59.035 oo 1137 011 1003
3K OF RESPONDENT 12,610 1 224 a7 22 179

~ *personal mastery entered 1ast into equation, 5= sex entered

v,,,p <41
*x* €.001 . - i

e —

‘ . 25

L4l



o T ” ; ot

. | = TABLE B8
R - , B (cont.’) |
‘ - “ PREDICTION OF FEAR OF CRIME , L
-~ A r 5 - I S
.8 - mema R RProtal. TREF RS
B ETA oo R o >R
PERSONAL MASTERY o ... .. 316 - .100 . 100 ' . 046 134
PERSONAL INCOME-  -.631  -.089  -.007 ~ .lo7 ‘. 0217 .020
— o L . . o S
FUNGTIGNAE REALTH ~ 005 .005 o 107 003. .0
SELF REPGRTEB HEALTH 449 035 " .00L _.108* <016 002
T L - - ST T
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT -  283.32 ~  .150 .02z ¢ .130 082 012
AT o0 P 224,186 -

- SEX OF REPSONDENT . l2.610 .474 . 224

E'rsonal mastery entered last.into equation; s-sex entered last -into equétio}\*\f"‘

,,E <.o01 s . : -
**+p <.001 | H . -
y
- ] 4
— ?
' 8
]
»

£ . ]
26
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* TABLE 9 : S e Es

o : \ — : SRR S

. i s o AN SRS

: L PREDICTION:OF‘FEAHiBF tR1ﬁ5‘>rﬂ MEN

PERSONAL MASTERY -.580 =.207 .06  .026 .009

~PERSONAL INCOME' 1.375 .204 -~ .08 ® .00 .078
" FUNCTIONAL HEALTH .428  .286 o8 .148 B 399
SELF REPORTED HEALTH  12.361  .801"" 'éégﬁ‘li-' 789 .268
TOTAL CRIME RATE  14.512° .120 .09 . .798 018

>

ﬁEﬁééﬁAL INE&ﬁE o | 1.375  .204  .038 - "

~ FUNCTIONAL HEALTH a8 286 g8 w22
P IR ¥ ¥ : ) -

SELF REPORTED HEALTH .' 12.361  .800 . .68l 763 . .178

- : RESIDENT}AL BURGLARY ~ 116.691  .103 ~ .~ .009 72 .07
h self reported health en‘tered 1nto equation 1ast ,

*%5 (.01 e 0y T

- *i*p ( 001°, _ ) L . ‘ -
- : - . . - 72 772777.77 ) V . - B 7

B - BETA . R® . .- R"Total: R°h -,
PERSONAL. MASTERY ~,  .-.580: -.207 .~ .026. . - .026 .009

" PERSONAL—ENCOME. 1.375. .20 .038 064 . - 078 :
FUNCTIONAL HEALTH - -  .428  .286 . .058 .122 = ° .39

. SELF REPORTED HEALTH - 12.361  .sat™ .  .681-  .763  “. .178
.© STREET ROBBERY . ' -72.731 ..079 = - .005 768 005

h- se]f reported heal th entered 1nto equation last’ S 5
**P .01 - - e
kEkp ol 001 - . : - C - '7 e

- . ’ v
\ . - ~




TABLE 9

i ‘ P o PRBDICTION ‘OF FEAR OF CRIME IN MEN

. DL - {Cont.) - | LLLLIIIIIIN IO ToolD *

B -BETA R? f2Total  R%h .

PERSONAL MASTERY . -.478 -.183 - . .020° ©  .020 .009

PERSONAL -INCOME |
FUNCTIONAL HEALTH - 428  .286  ..058 ~ ..116 .39

-
(73]
~
(8]
N
o
>
o

W

-.00
o
[4,]
o
o
~J
@

SELF REPORTED HEALTH  12.361  .801 .64l 757 . - .178

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT = 229.013  .195  .033 ©..790 ~ .020

self.reported health entered into equation last
¢ .01 o

.

’\"\m

[ ¥

O S . ¥




. } TABLE 10-—-~::::.
S Co f’“ - PREDICTION ‘OF _FEAROF CRIME IN" WOMEN

»
|

B BETA  R? RzTota1 R

. PERSONAL MASTERY ~ . .664  .350 .123.  .123 - .os8
PERSONAL INCOME -1.26 ~ -.205 .038 161 086

'FUNCTIONAL HEALTH -.209 =.126 o4 175 .0009

Ll
o
)
v.)
o
o
@
—
.
v
o
o
o
o

SELF REPORTED HEALTH < ' =.630

Ll
o
N
o
o
(=]
o
w
[
~

[0}
w

o

o

N

TOTAL CRIME RATE . =3.274
_m-personal mastery entered into equation first
. **p (.01

PERSONAL MASTERY 668 .350™* 123 123 1,100 -

PERSONAL INCOME - -1.26  -.205 .038 161 yfi .086

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH =209 -.126 . .014 175 .001
' 09 759 .0009

SELF REPORTED HEALTH .368

o
W
T
4..\"\’}
Q\
o
o
(Vo)
—t
~
[3,]
(Vo)
I

RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY ~ 129.270  =.123 014 1899 001

m-persona] mastery,é;zered into equat1on first
**p <01 -

" PERSONAL MASTERY ~ °  .664  .350** 123 ;  .123 - .085
PERSONAL INCOME -1.26 -.206 ~ .038 ~  .161  .046
FUNCTIONAL HEALTH '=.178 . -.105 . .009 170 .009

'SELF Rspeﬁféé HEALTH -.700 -.065 .003 173 004

| STREET ROBBERY l . 270.479 .14 - 017 .19 . . .08

m-persona] mastery entered 1nto equat1on first
**p ¢.01 :

'I

29




" TABLE 10 o |
(cont ) N - ‘.“‘!:‘ E ’I . S e LTl

N OF FEAR OF CRIME IN WOMEN o : - e

BETA . RZ . RPTetal - Rl

T N S & SIS U= NN - S
205 . :038 181 - .086
-2 7 013 1174 .001

B ) ~ PREDICTION

'PERSONAL MASTERY
'PERSONAL INCOME

FUNCTIONAL HEALTH
3 089 o0 76 - oot

SELF REPORTED FEALTH _-
L1250 .ol4 190 .030

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

m-persona'l mastery entefed into equation first
**p <At K .

\

/ o
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— ; fo—
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